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PREFACE 


In the previous works, the FOKOSW engages in some complicated 
epistemological and scientific investigation into sociology, 
psychology, mereology, and philosophy. The time is now set for a 
different theme and this time we are simplifying things in a 
understandable language. I have always love to look back on my work 
and just observe, as from a third-person perspective which was the 
whole point in the first place. Some people have criticized nihilism 
harshly and came to the more Germanic or Norse belief/value system, 
but I have decided to take some of the arguments from the modern 
objectivist and postmodern subjectivist and spin these concepts on 
their head in respect to both. In the modern age, I came to the 
realization that you cannot objectively prove anything. However, this 
doesn’t necessarily mean that since moral nihilism is a more truthful 
and honest examination of ethos, doesn’t validate evil neither. You 
see, if something (quantized as ‘s’) is there when nothing first existed 
(‘n’) then it is a positive (‘p’). Of course you could argue that including 
variables in a philosophy book might be a little ridiculous and that 
mathematics is just a theory and my little ‘capitulation to materialism’ 

is wrong but I beg to differ. 

The root word of nihilism in Latin is ‘nothing’. If something exists but 
has no motion, does it actually exist? Can I prove mathematics? I’d 
say no, but in my own subjective and private interpretation, perhaps. 
After all according to subjective idealism, we are all under the prison 
of our own minds. Making things up as we go along. For Christ’s 
sake, I am only human and only have a certain amount of thinking 
capacity as for all of you. But instead of defaming the nihilist and 
antimaterialist, I will further piss off the objectivist. 
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If God exists, where is he and can you prove objectively, where God 
exists? Now this is more for religious individuals but this could apply 
to anything that the objectivist uses to supply ammo for 
argumentation. So let’s continue rephrasing this question; if 
(something) exists, where is it located and can you prove objectively 

its location? 

I’ll give my own personal answer, I don’t know — for sure anyways. If I 
was a omnipotent, all-knowing deity or being who would know that 
answer then yes. If I was Jesus in Heaven, and I knew this answer, 
why would I keep it away from these humans? Why would I create a 
entity for doing what it will inevitably do? 

The Christian Bible, I think isn’t wrong. But it is rather the people’s 
interpretation of it that is wrong. I think God wanted us to fail 
according to his plan. However sadistic or evil that may sound, God 
created everything right? In the Bible it states “He hated Esau but 
loved Jacob” in Romans. God HATES. 

God hates you. Why? I don’t know, maybe you sinned because you 
ate that shrimp you and your co-worker was sharing the other day 
because you spent all of your money on Roman Catholic hymn books. 
Oh, so you don’t believe eating shellfish is a abomination? You 
haven’t read the other interpretations of the Bible! 

You know it’s somewhere in the hundreds of thousands. Research it 
on your Apple smartphone. Anyways, these are questions to ask 
when you are unable to give the answers. Religion is like a buffet, 
there are so many options! Which one should I pick? Apollo, Satan, 
Jesus, Allah, Buddha, and even myself? And if I do choose then 
which denomination should I pick? 
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If I am a Jesuit Roman Catholic, then am I unknowingly worshipping 
Ishtar instead of Mother Mary? Or if I am a protestant, am I missing 
out on the apocrypha and texts excluded from the Holy Scripture? All 

important questions to ask. 
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AM I A SINNER OR DO I SIN? 


This is a pretty clever question to ask anyone in the Church, because 
technically we are all sinners according to them. But if I am the Devil, 
what are my chances of getting into Heaven? Secularly speaking, this 
could be applied to the objectivist also because; Is immorality a slave 
to all of us or rather are we are a slave to immorality? I wrote a little 
about this in the Rule #6 segment, “You can’t give everything away”. 

You see, morality or sin is a game that you cannot win. 

Let’s say that for example, I am born ignorant as a baby who doesn’t 
know right from wrong and a objectivist or moral realist is expecting 
me to figure this all out in eighteen years? How absurd! They say 
even a lifetime is not enough, to experience the world but to learn 
what is your interpretation of right and wrong in a mere eighteen 
years is a unfair assumption. You see do I follow authority 
(government, teachers, educators, etc.) or do I follow family? (brother, 
sister, father and mother), let’s put this to the test. 

Grab a textbook from any library and give it to your friend without 
telling him what it is. Then test him on that textbook in the next week. 

Come back and grade the results. Did he win? What was the 
possibility of him winning? Let’s take that into real life terms. You are 
bound to get at least one answer wrong on this test, why? Because 
you are imperfect, a flawed being. Objectively speaking right? 

You can’t get this test one hundred percent correct because you can 
only fit so much information in a brain. Now for a real life and more 
relatable situation: I am drunk and your daughter and I have sexual 
intercourse. You have shot me in response, but I am young and naive, 



did I do a dumb thing or am I dumb? Did I commit a sin or am I a 

sinner? 

I didn’t score one hundred percent on this test, but rather ninety-nine 
percent however I love Jesus. Am I going to Hell? I am dead after all 
so I cannot repent for that sin. Was it apart of God’s plan? If so, then 
He wanted you to fail. From the beginning, at least if we take the 
objectivist/religious reality seriously, you are set up to fail from the 

beginning. 

After all in the Bible it states, “Because strait is the gate, and narrow 
is the way, which leadeth unto life, and few there be that find it.” 

(Matthew 7:14 KJV) 

Many are called but few are chosen. 

How do you determine if you are chosen? In Revelation 7:5 it states, 
“Of the tribe of Juda were sealed twelve thousand. Of the tribe of 
Reuben were sealed twelve thousand. Of the tribe of Gad were sealed 

twelve thousand.” 

All of this together makes the 144,000. Based off of this, I came to the 
realization that we all cannot be saved. Even in objectivist terms 
where in the capitalist economic interpretation (for those who 
subscribe to that ideology), we are supposed to get a job and work 
hard but not everybody can a winner right? SOMEBODY HAS TO 

LOSE. 

You can be either rich or poor, bourgeoisie or proletariat. Perhaps 
you propose a middle-ground like the “middle-class”? What 
determines what makes you “middle-class”? If you are middle-class, 
the income tax subtracts your profit and then you left with the same 
as an poor person. Are you just rich enough to pay taxes? 
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These examples draws parallels to the Bible in which that no one can 
‘just about enough’ saved or be ‘in the middle’ saved. You are either 
saved or not saved, sinner or not sinner and damned or not damned. 

I cannot see how someone is expected to win when they are 
predestined to lose as according to the process of elimination. I have 
already established that not everybody can be rich, saved by the 
blood of Jesus and be a good person. SOMEBODY has to fulfill the 

role of being the Devil. 

Are you that somebody? Well, you could be... 
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HOW AM I THE DEVIL REBUKING 

THE SIN? 

So in the previous chapter I established (or at least I think anyway 
*wink wink*) that people can and will fail, eventually. Unless the 
human species is perfect acting imperfect then I am wrong. But if I’m 
wrong then you are all a pack of devils because you can do the ‘right 

thing’. 

So if I am Satan, then why am I saying that you are wrong? As a 
demon, I have no right to even talk about ‘good’ in the first place. 
Hypocrisy. You could say “But I am a Christian moral dualist 
objectivist demon!” “I drink, smoke, swear and I am envious but I did 
something you did not. I found Jesus!” 

I questionably received salvation through some arbitrary process. In 
other denominations of Christianity however, this is different. So how 
do I know what is the true one? Why am I not given the chance to 

objectively know this for sure? 

You must answer these questions if you want to be intellectually 
honest because if you are going to be lazy and coy about it and say 
“You will figure it out, or you just won’t” or “C’mon you know right 
from wrong!” then I will also be lazy and state that since you cannot 
objectively prove any of that then I say nothing matters i.e; nihilism. 

Please, let’s not do that. I don’t like short conversations and 
dialogues. Don’t be dishonest or just make up some answer. Give 
some citation or concrete evidence to back up your claim or belief. 

Some empirical evidence. 
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One thing that I have learned and applied to my arguments from the 
Atheist is that you need empirical evidence. Proof, not just 
argumentation or dogma. Your words are worth nothing unless you 
can prove that what you claim is ‘right’. 

When you are promoting such a life-changing dogma like Christianity 
or moral realism then please give us something to look at, some to 

feel, a plausible example. 

If I was going to prove capitalism or socialism wrong, I would try to 
bring some concrete evidence to the table. Maybe I might pull out a 
government statistic from their own databanks showing that their 
GDP is significantly worse under the new government than the old 

one. 

Some may argue this method is abused often by using psychological 
warfare or propaganda to subvert people but in this case, I will be 
able to ask the people themselves. Was your life in the USSR better 

than in the US? 

Now let’s take this further, was your life better with Satan or Jesus 
Christ? Was your life better as a degenerate or a honorable person? 
Was your life better as a whore or as an celibate? Ask these 
questions to different people and you will get completely different 

answers. 

These answers are only valid in their mind, as I believe from a 
subjective idealist perspective, but also that you can learn something 
from these experiences. However, don’t use anecdotal evidence to 
support your argument. Give me some proof. 
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If you have read this far, then give a counterargument and hit me with 
your best shot if you disagree with me. If you are right and I am wrong 
then you will win according to your evidence. 
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THE WHORE VERSUS THE 
CELIBATE 

Now ladies, don’t be Eve! Adam was tempted and fell into the hands 
of Satan because of this. Let’s take a look back, and glance at Lilith. I 
hate bringing ‘Satanism’ into the discussion but since we are focused 
on Christianity, I thought why obscure Satanism? Why shy away? If 
you were to compare Lilith to the average woman nowadays, in the 
‘morality game’ of Rule #6 who will win? 

It’s a rhetorical question. No one will win. Women and Lilith alike are 
most certainly not perfect and women have a tendency to be rather 
contrarian. Not to be sexist. Also even according to Sigmund Freud, 
(this could include other psychologists too) state that we have high 
sex drives. Or maybe more objectively speaking, a sex drive. 

So if a woman masterbuates, is the slippery slope applicable? Even if 
she automatically lost the game or did not, won’t she go further? 
Every place has a start after all, so why shouldn’t she get worse? 

In no particular order; from a atom sprung a human being. And from a 
human being came sex. And from sex came sexual morality. And from 
seuxal morality came two options in a false dilemma; the whore and 
the celibate. Isn’t this a metaphor for life? 

Maybe Abel and Cain? Yin and Yang? Anyways, the whore is 
obviously dirty, filthy, depraved and sick from a moral realist 
perspective. The celibate is supposed to be clean, moral and healthy. 

Now take this into consideration; 
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1. A white sheet is white. 

2. Filth exists. 

3. a : The white sheet is stained or b : the white is not stained 

4. A : The white sheet is not white or b : the white sheet is white 

In this example, I explain how essentially it is impossible to 
sustain pure whiteness of the sheet because filth exists 
and eventually even if it takes thousands of years to 
become filthy it inevitably will. This could also be 
applicable to our lives as ‘moral’ beings. 
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THE DEGENERATE 


Degenerate art, the thing Adolf Hitler despised. All art is in 
the abstract so let’s use a real life example; the degenerate. 
A perverted, black, negative energy lies within her. Does it 
exist? Let’s suppose it does. 

Let’s be a National Socialist. Let’s be a ideally perfect 
Aryan being. Notice how I stated ideally. I mentioned in the 
previous chapter that keeping the white sheet in its pure 
condition is impossible. 

Even on terms of racial theory, at some point the 
untermensch will contaminate her. But let’s say that I am a 
one hundred percent Aryan wife. My husband has 0.01% 
negroid ancestry. Hypothetically speaking, my offspring is 
impure. 99.99% of his DNA is Aryan, but the father 
contaminated the woman with his ‘imperfect seed’. 

If you think that this is an harsh examination, then you are 
correct but hey it’s Nazi Germany. This could also draw 
comparisons to the nephilim and the giants in the Bible. 
The child isn’t pure? Kill the husband! He is a degenerate 
for allowing his seed to corrupt this Aryan woman! 

Now of course this is a extreme example and just is one 
example after all, but let me elaborate. A woman should be 
treated with respect according to national socialism, or at I 
would hope anyway. So if you perform a ‘degenerate’ 
sexual act on a woman, especially in this case a Aryan 
irregardless of whether you are a Jew or not, do you 
become a degenerate or did you perform a degenerate 
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sexual act? If you answered the latter then can you be 
forgiven? If the former then should you be executed 
because irregardless of you being forgiven, you are a 
forever a degenerate and will commit degenerate acts? 

It’s akin to asking if you are a demon or are you a human 
committing demonic acts? Simple. Are you irredeemable? 
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THE WHITE SHEET 


I am perfect, 

I have no flaws, 

I am a white sheet, 

But there exists filth, 

And I know this filth will get me, 

WHAT SHOULD I DO? 

If anything I might not be able to, I should add. Notice the 
line ‘And I know this filth will get me’. Very fatalistic. Kind 
of like how a child is born innocent but eventually it is 
made not innocent. Now they are smoking cigarettes, 
drinking alcohol and does double-dutch doors on his 
fiancee. Not exactly perfect. 
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THE MORALIST 


Every Christian should agree with this statement, we are not perfect. 
Not every Christian will agree with; we are ALL sinners. Because we 
have over 9,000 denominations and they can’t come to a conclusion 
on this statement. However it is a biblical ‘epistemologically-based’ 
fact. So all women are whores, according to the 
Christian/Objectivist/Moral realist dogma. 

Is it a bit presumptuous to say all women are perverted according to 
the law of sexual morality? Is there a law of sexual morality? Well, the 
Judge has made his call and given you a life sentence. What now? 

You are either a whore or not, not in between. You are either breaking 
the ‘law of sexual morality’ or not. But I bet you that most women are 
not always going to be faithful to their man. You’d be surprised how 
many fatal attractions have been made, just read international news. 

In fact I bet my life on your significant other being a virgin prior to 
your relationship. Hardly any woman goes throughout their entire life 
being untouched. Unless you are a ascetic. 

Women think perverse thoughts, like men, and like all capable beings 
of perverse thought. For example Caligula and his sister, there are 
many examples since the dawn of Man of excessive and complete 
dark sexuality being explored in the Greco-Roman empire. 

Now we could throw all of this banter away with subjective idealism 
but again I am only testing the theories of the moralist. What is 
morality? What is a whore? What is celibacy? Can I objectively prove 
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these abstract concepts? Not necessarily but for the sake of curiosity 
of the other side of the argument, I will explore this idea. 
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WHEN WILL THE END COME? 


Many people are indecisive. However meaningless this statement may 
be to you; most people will tell you that this world is finite. Its ideas 
are infinite but the life here, is finite. Millennial and Gen Z’ers are 
facing a economic and even existential crisis. If you subscribe to the 
leftist paradigm, then it is a shame that you lost the election. 

If you subscribe to the right-wing paradigm, then you are on the edge 
of the Great Awakening but there exists rebellious children who are 
unwilling to fold to your stipulations. Either way a pessimistic 
perspective develops and a bitter cynicism hangs in the background. 
Even actions themselves have no meaning because some people use 
these feats as a means to justify future farces. 

In this environment, nobody is ever right but everybody else is wrong. 
I think this draws comparisons to subjective idealism where the only 
thing remotely true is your mind. Mind over matter. One ISIS member 
spoke on national television and said “Bullets are finite, ideas are 
infinite”, in retrospect I am paraphrasing. You can kill the ringleader 

but you can’t kill the idea. 

You can’t assassinate an idea, that’s absurd. Because of this 
irregardless of the end coming, let it be known that despite your effort 
to hurt or kill your enemy, the enemy’s ideas will carry on in the 
infinite stream of consciousness forever. 
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THE END OF EPISTEMOLOGY 


The end of knowledge is almost impossible because you could 
suppress knowledge in censorship but not eradicate it. Try banning 
the book ‘Mein Kampf or the ‘Communist Manifesto’. You may 
succeed to ban these books but the ideas stored within it still exist. 
And so therefore the moralist has lost in his quest to expel all 
‘deviant’ thoughts and behaviors. 

No matter how evil, demonic, perverted, degenerate or terribly wrong 
an idea might be, the idea still exists. Trying to stop an idea is akin to 
trying to stop the flow of air. Idea is simply thought. 

If you have indoctrinated and brainwashed someone in a cult, like a 
hard drive in a computer, there’s still some files lurking around. 
People that were brainwashed and rescued had recovered their 
memory and spoken on CNBC, FOX, CNN, etc. So those ideas and 

thoughts were never dead. 

So the end of epistemology can also be stretched to all things. If all 
chairs were destroyed, the knowledge of how to build a chair is there 
and the possibility of that being brought back is present. Same with 
pornography, propaganda and ‘immoral’ ideas. So the moralist has 
yet again, lost. No one is under the dictatorship of ‘correct’ thought 
but the anarchy of thinking. All sorts of bad ideas pop into existence 
but they never cease to exist. You never force a thought out of 

existence, even for yourself. 
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NO WINNING 


The Baphomet has many interpretations from different people across 
the world. If you have gotten this far, and thought that the FOKOSW is 
a all-encompassing cynic that believes in atheism then you are 
wrong. Essentially I am playing the Devil’s Advocate when I test all of 
people’s thoughts, opinions, and widely held beliefs under subjective 
idealism. Fundamentally, it is the burden of proof. If you cannot 
objectively prove anything with empirical evidence of your claim, then 

that claim is subjective. 

It doesn’t necessarily mean that you are wrong, but only right in your 
own mind. After all everything is thought-based. The computer or 
object you are reading this on, had been conceptualized into 
existence from an idea. They say God had spoken the Universe into 
existence, but how did He make these things without ever thinking it? 
Similar to our personal human experience. 

People usually believe in ideas, ultimately dogma, which is unproven 
because it is based on a theory. This could be applied to economics, 
since nobody has a concrete (five senses; see, touch, feel) basis to 
support the ideas of Keynesian or Austrian economics. Alot of the 
time actually, those ideas failed countries and you could say 
everything at some point has failed everything. 

Communism, you could argue has failed Russia but you could also 
argue it has made China a success. Same with Capitalism in America 
or Guatemala with their banana republics. If we go down this route, 
then all ideas and thoughts would go unproven and held with great 
scrutiny and at the end nobody wins. Nobody loses either but this is a 
more of a theory than fact or black and white. 
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DIRECTIONLESS MOTION 


The title of this segment is a daring one because it suggests that idea 
is simply a threshold in the apparatus of the stream of 
consciousness. This means that this stream of consciousness or 
rather thought, is without; direction, meaning, purpose, value, and 
substance. The reason why I put substance into the equation is 
because since there are so many ideas, there are no important ones. 

Your opinion doesn’t matter essentially. It is a matter of your own ego 
being measured according to your own will to power or belief which 
validates in your own mind of what is true, which is a illusion. If you 
believe that you are a genius, you play a pretty important role in 
epistemology; to which you simply cannot handle. 

This is the ego turning itself over to the illusion of objectivity but 
rather it is just apart of the ever-expanding stream of consciousness 
or ideas. This significantly reduces the instrumental and intrinsic 
value of a given idea because of the contrast between the opposing 

idea or dogma. 

Which one is objectively correct? Which wertrational is valid? 
Wertrational being ‘good in itself’. One way you could see how this 
has never happened, on terms of it being objectively proven is the 
failure on a applied theory that starts a revolution against theory with 
even the revolutionary thought failing! 

With feudalism came the opposition; capitalism however... The Great 
Depression occurred under the hegemony of the capitalist USA. Then 
came Communism which was supposed to banish the free-market 
but... The USSR lost the cold war and Communism collapsed in 
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Russia. Now you could argue that, the particular version of 
Communism or Capitalism was wrong or not it is not even 
Communism or Capitalism but then you would have to argue what 
‘denomination’ or version of what you are pushing is right and why 
that version you are opposing is wrong. 

This is a ongoing game that has been going on for centuries, since 
the inception of thought. But still to this day no one has found an idea 
worthy of universal acclaim and application except for the New World 
Order. One Government, One Nation, One Stream of Consciousness. 

The One World Government argues that everyone is equal, including 
their ideas that everyone should coexist. Or at least that’s what they 
say. Ultimately speaking, this is similar to subjective idealism where 
all thoughts are subjective. Clever wordplay. 

If we are going based off the assumption of equal ideas and thoughts 
being accepted under the New World Order, which may seem naive to 
some, then we come to a utopia where everybody wins. Subjectively 

speaking anyways... 

This could also be nihilistic in nature because of the infinite stream of 
consciousness being hyperinflated to the threshold of no value. 
Therefore neither the Angel or Devil wins in the logical sense. 
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THE CHRIST 


Nietzsche once wrote the Antichrist, I will develop “The Christ”. This 
segment is about the meaning of Christ, the existential Christ and the 
Christian. Since all things go possibly untrue or as being unable to be 
confirmed true, the objectivity in the stream of consciousness is lost. 
No Christian can prove with empirical evidence that God exists. 

The Atheist cannot prove that God does not exist but since the 
burden of proof is on the one making the claim that you should 
“surrender to Jesus Christ to be born again” or whatever dogmatic 
stipulation that is being enforced. Because the Christian cannot prove 
that God exists, objectively, then the concept of sin and blessings 

remain unproven also. 

Good and Evil are abstract concepts. Many things in Western 
Civilization are considered good, whereas others are evil. Like for 
example, homosexuality in Christianity. Is it a abominable sin 
punishable unto death? Or is it acceptable in the eyes of Christ? 

Are there any consequences? If there are consequences, are they 
man-made or concretely executed by a supreme judge who is 
omnipotent and omniscient? What is blasphemy? Which version of 
the Bible is valid? KJV, NIV, ESV, CSB, NHE or the original Hebrew 
text? Does the will to power bring out something in Christianity that 

we never saw? 

After all Christianity is hierarchical. Especially under the sister 
Catholicism or Jesuitism. If people do not follow the guidelines of 
Christianity or the Bible, then they are socially ostracized by these 
groups. At least according to their interpretation of the Scripture. Why 
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is this necessary? Do people need punishment to exist? Or to do 
anything? Is discipline a necessary prerequisite to a ‘civilized’ human 
being before the eyes of God? If so, why would God want us to be 
able to fail? Is failure a necessary requirement to be human? What if 
failure was taken out of the equation and sin was impossible? 

Depending on how these questions are answered, will shape the 
purpose of our lives. Are we slaves to the Devil or Jesus Christ? And 
who is our liberator? And most importantly who will win? 
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THE CURSE OF THE AHTICHRIST 


I have reported on the Christian church, discussed many of its 
illusory dogmatic regressive ideas and spoke on the Satanist and 
rather absurd conclusion that they all have come to. Satanism, and 
the Illuminati (you may have never thought this one was coming) are 
one of many dogmas practiced by the most radical and otherworldly 
species of individuals in our biological ecosystem called ‘Earth’. 

Quite frankly, I would consider Satanism to be rather 
sadomasochistic and Christianity to be spiritual masochism. I mean, 
who would want to submit to Zeus? Jesus has been called as many 
Gods, like Horus or Zeus because of the letter J not being introduced 
until 1600. Hail Zeus would be the linguistic breakdown. As for Satan, 
there could be as many or even more interpretations. 

I don’t know. The European race has many origins, same with many 
other mysteries concerning different topics. None of these have been 
objectively confirmed, so I genuinely cannot investigate all of them or 
even say which one is one-hundred percent valid. But which one is 

correct? 

How do we even know that the Christian God is not the Antichrist and 
some other version of the doctrine is more valid than the other like 
Rosicrucianism and whatnot? Or should we phrase it simply ‘valid’? 
‘Valid’ and ‘more valid’ are under significantly different connotations. 
Don’t think that for a second that any interpretation is objective or 

purely valid. 

The curse of the Antichrist, you know is a terribly horror-esque 
concept. This idea is a abstract concept but based off the assumption 
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of the title, at least some people are affected by this idea. 
Unconfirmed or not. The fact it even exists stirs up a great 
controversy, especially in the spiritual realm. It doesn’t matter, but it 
would be a existing idea. Laziness could be attributed to a 
characteristic among the human species which leads some to believe 
that someone is not intellectual but rather a ignoramus when it’s 

simply just idleness. 

Idle hands are Antichrist in accordance to the hard-working man that 
the Holy Bible suggests. Name a single prophet that didn’t work 
vigorously, especially under the stipulation of God. So the Christian 
lost the art of war based off their idleness towards everything else. 
They have lost the front on Science, Philosophy, Sexuality and even 

morality itself. God is dead. 

But not because of man’s idleness towards God but God’s idleness 
towards men which could be attributed to prophetic scripture. Some 
argue, God has left us. Are we so wicked and depraved to the point 
where God has become distant and separate from mankind which he 
created? Holy meaning separate; Has the Devil become the catalyst, 
the surrogate or the savior (Christ) for mankind? 

After all conspiracy would say or suggest so. Since the Age of 
Enlightenment anyways. Since then; obscure religions, doctrines, 
dogmas, value systems and beliefs have made their way unto the 
uttermost highest plains of society and existence. Freemasonry, 
Rosicrucianism, Gnosticism, Paganism, Luciferianism, Satanism, 
llluminism, Discordianism, and Kabbalah. 


Which one of these are correct? The curse of the Antichrist and his 
leading nation of confusion (Babylon, to which is not geographically 
proven in existence to the modern era) has reared its ugly head. 
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SURFACE REALITY 


In between the chapters, I talk about surface reality. What is surface 
reality or at least this reality you are talking about? Well, I mean the 
‘objective’ reality or the commonly perceived theory of existence. 
Subjective reality or rather your own little world, in more plain terms, 
are usually the ones where you have your own perception about this 

existence we are experiencing. 

Many philosophers have given their own private interpretations of 
reality but some have come to the conclusion that it is all idea. 
Realism and Objectivism are simply illusions. The surface reality we 
know to exist, is the one where people come to realize their ‘purpose’ 

in life. 

“I am being victimized by Satan”, one may say. Or “I am being 
blessed by God”, “My objective in life is to be a servant of the 
Heavenly Father.” But who is to say that this is the only reality? Who 
is to say that, some other interpretation of life as we know it, is 

different though correct? 

No one. Our existence is sublime and surreal. No can correctly define 
this life of ours. Only we can speculate about our existence in this 
little bubble of ours. Our workplaces and institutions are artificial 
environments to where people gather under a perceived way of living. 
This is just simply called a lifestyle or a way of life. 

Right now, there are people that are in the woods or islands, living 
like a wild beast, some did not even choose to do so. It was what you 
would say destiny or fate. So, let me ask you a question or rather 
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numerous questions. Why on God’s green earth would a human being 
be placed into an artificial environment, where there are rules and 
regulations and meanwhile others live freely, undisturbed by surface 

reality? 

Well, it proves a point that even if there was a God, he never really 
intended there to be a particular being of existence. In actuality, there 
was no objective, especially in ancient history. Unless you ask the 
prophets of the Holy Bible, even they knew their objective. 

But you see, if you ask anybody what their purpose is in life, there 
would be many different answers and sometimes even none. Nobody 
truly knows why they’re here. That scares some people, but why? 
This gets back to the question I initially had which is, why do we need 

a purpose to exist? 

Are we here to have lewd sex and search for the maximum amount of 
pleasure? I.e, being happy or as happy as possible? Or suffering 
through life trials that a supernatural deity puts on us for a meta 
larger-than-life test? Nobody can truly say. 

Only in their own mind can they say. So what I’m saying is that no one 
can objectively prove with empirical evidence that surface reality 
exists or that the commonly and widely held belief of existence is 
valid. However it doesn’t stop people from believing in it. And if I’m 
wrong or overthinking this, then there should be outstanding 
evidence supporting otherwise. I am at least not narcissistic, prideful 
or egotistical enough to state that I just know all of the answers 
because I sincerely don’t. And telling someone would be doing a 
disservice to them, especially if I am wrong. 


These ideas I am proposing are not too radical or unfair, as I don’t 
want to stress the reader but rather offer a intellectual argument. And 
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if any religious dogmatists will argue that I am wrong, then why hasn’t 
your God struck me down yet? A bold remark but a very complex 
question that will spur many answers. But this is what I have been 
trying to say all along is that there is nothing in this world we can 

prove but rather speculate on. 

Take for example; war. The Iraq War or even World War II. There are 
many directions you could take on who was right and who wasn’t. 
Some National Socialists argue that Hitler never indeed put the Jews 
into concentration camps, whereas some argue that the Americans 
were right and the German divinely deserved defeat for their occult 
practices and innocent slaughter of human beings. 

Whichever one you may pick, can you objectively prove which one is 
right or wrong? Morally, metaphysically, or even biologically, down to 
outright racism. Maybe the German race are a bunch of mutts? Or the 
Americans have a pack of rabbi devils ruling the nation? Who knows? 

Whose surface reality is valid? 

Are the German idealists correct? My answer to all of this is that you 
can’t measure or ‘feel’ truth, but only perceive it as truth. Like how 
you see a car and your first reaction is to move away from it or jump 
into it whereas an African from a war-torn nation like the Belgian 
Congo could perceive the car as a serious threat and danger to its 

life. 

It is all perception. Perspectivism is our friend. Getting back to the 
arguments spoken in Chapters 4-5, is the LGBTQ a terribly immoral 
organization? Is it that in surface reality, where there are germs that 
reside within ourselves specifically around the genitals that make it 
dangerous to have sex or at least safely? 
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I don’t know, maybe you could ask a biologist but depending on 
which biologist you ask, the answer could be different and the answer 
could be vital to whether or not you’re dying of a STD. 

I would imagine that doubt would consume the mind and swallow it 
whole looking for answers. Let’s say that it is up to you. But even 
your own private interpretations are not entirely correct, and by what 
standards should you judge them by? Is there a divine being holding 
that correct perception of reality? I would be curious to find out that 

answer. 

But it is sublime and infinite. As I said before, no one can tell. Atheism 
is not even a particularly accurate idea at this point. Nihilism and 
Agnosticism offers a less bold answer. Perhaps you may have figured 
out the author’s agenda? The author is an agnostic or a nihilist? I 
have no agenda, unlike your governments and other authoritarian 
structures because I am not the one to say people should live this 

kind of life, or that kind of life. 

I am not the judge, jury or executioner. And neither are you. Could 
you be naive enough to say that you have the answer? Yes, that is the 
beauty of freedom. Individuality after all is what makes us human or at 
least that’s what I think. As for the inquiry of surface reality goes, I 
would say that it would be important that no entity or individual 
should decide what is and what is not but rather explain how and 

why. 

Even the occultist has to say that, it is better to leave people to their 
private interpretations. In this world everybody could be your enemy, 
or your friend. It depends on whether or not you want to be a Devil or 

an Angel. Which will you choose? 
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FIN. 

The Devil and The Angel: Who Will Win? [First Edition] 



